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The third article of the Unitarian belief, will 
be equally acceptable to Universalists. Uni- 
versalists are generally hwmanitarians, as it re- 
gards the person and nature of Christ; although 
some are Arians; and few, though but very few, 
are Sabellians. Universalists, as well as Uni- 
tarians, (Sabellians -excepted;)». believe that 
Christ, by his gospel and doctrine, ‘‘saves us by 
enticing us away from our passions and lusts, into 
the ways of virtue and peace,—holding up the 
light of his own beautiful life and temper, he 
persuades us to walk in his steps of love and 
purity; and thus saving us from the pollutions 
of this world, he saves us from the anger 
and punishment of God,” (or from what the 
scriptures term such,) in ‘this w orld; as much so 
as he saves us from the anger and punishment 
of God “in the world to come.” But if the 
Unitarian believes in present, as well as future 
salvation, he is silent on the subject. When 
we are saved from the anger and punishment 
of our own guilty consciences, there is no an- 
ger in God which will harm us in the least, 
either in this world, or the world to come. 

The fourth His of the Unitarian belief, 


(From N, Y, Olive Branch.) 


Tur Unitarian.” 


The first number ofa work under the above 
title, which is to be issued “at irregular inter- 
vals” has been put into our hands, published 
in this city, [New York] and edited, as we pre~ 
Ware; the design of 
which is, ‘to state in as plain and popular man- 
ner as may be, the principles of Unitarianism,;”’ 
which, although in many important respects, is 
in perfect accordance with our views, is, after 
all, in some important particulars, very differ- 
ent, and as we conceive, very erroneous. We 
propose, therefore, to notice some of these 
points of difference, and animadvert upon 
them. 

In the first place, although we admit that 
every editor and proprietor of a work, has an 
undoubted right to mark out for himself the 
path which he means to pursue; yet, to our un- 
derstanding, it betrays rather a narrow contract- 
ed mind, for an editor to say “that pieces con- 
taining sentiments opposite to his own, or con- 


troverting them, will not be admitted.” This g 
appears to us to be inconsistent with that boast-| contains much to which we should not object; 


ed liberality which Unitarsans profess, and is} but then we do not fully comprehend what is 
incompxtible with free inquiry. The editor; meant to be understood by ‘‘the terms of ac- 
says, “if any should {eel inclined to dispute his | ceptance with God;”? much less by ‘‘the conds- 
statements, the press is open and free,” &c.— | tion of salvation according to the New Testament.” 
But he well knew that but few, comparatively,!We would ask, What does a man, who has 
Who will read his productions will ever read’ proved bis sincerity “by a life of holiness, pu- 
the anitwedversions which may be made upon | rity, and piety, and benevolence,” stand in 
them through the medium of other ‘vehicles.’ , need of being saved from? Ii it be said that 
But although we cannot except, in this way, he stands in ‘need of being saved from unhol- 
to reach but few, if any, of his readers; yet we ness, unpurity, imprety, and malevolence; we an- 
shall make an effort to reach the editor at :swer:—tfrom al] these he is already saved; and 
least. therefore does not stand in the least need of 

Tn the first article of ‘UNITARIAN BELIEF,”’ salvation in this respect. If it be answered, 
we see nothing very objectionable, and most that he stands in need of being saved from a 
cordialiy assent to the proposition that “the future hell, of whatever duration, we ask; is 
happiness of the creatures he (God) has made, there any future hell for holy beings? If not, 
both for time and eternity, is the great and ONLY (as no one will pretend that there is ,) then it 
aim in all the plans of his providence.” ‘will be seen, that the very ‘‘condilion of salva- 


To his second article also we can assent with fion,’’ for w hie h Unitarians contend, is salvation | 


some necessary qualifications; though we think itself! We are utterly surprised, and even 
a. astonished, that men, who are certainly men of 


general defect which we discover in most, i!) sense, cannot see the puerility, and even child- 
not all, Unitarian writers, For inatance, when, ishness, of all such conditions! The article 


he says, ‘we believe most fully in man’s ‘entire: says, “We believe that man cannot be happy |. 


moral ability to make himself what he pleases:” | hereafter unless he is holy.” To this we per- 
We cannot suppose that he means that man has, fectly agree. But why say “hereafter?”? Has 
power to alier his own temperament, propensi- jit ever yet been proved, that man, who has ar- 
ties, or disposition; but only to cultivate, in a 
moral sense, the powers aid /acuities which he | even capable of committing sin, can be happy 
possesses, Ifthis be his meaning, we agree |here, “unless he is holy,” any more than “here- 
with him; but if he means that man, by his; afer??? Why then talk about being holy now, 
‘moral ability,”’ can alter his physical powers, |for the sake of being happy in another world, 


stetela utah SATURDAY, DECEMBER &, 1227, 


rived to years of under stiandade. g, so as to be!§ 


unless it be by physical or natural means, (and|when it is equally as necessary to the happi- 
much less can he effect his resurrection state,)| ness of this world, as it can possibly be to the 
we do not agree with him. We might just asjhappiness of a future world. Holiness, or 
well say, that the resurrection of man altogether | moral virtue, which we censider perfectly sy- 
depends on his ‘‘moral ability to make himscif|nonymous, is always necessary at all times, 
what he pleases!” This language is too vague,|and under all circumstances, to the happiness 
too ‘indefinite. That man has “power to dojof moral beings. The Universalists, therefore, 
good, or evil,”’ we admit; but that he has power do not admit “that they are a whit Bead theit 
“to save himself, or destroy himself,” unless it| Unitarian brethren, in contending for the ne- 
be temporally, and altogether in a tempora!|cessity of personal holiness, moral virfue:— 
eis we do not admit. They rather leave the Unitarian on the back 


NO. 25. 


ground. We look upon Unitarians in the con- 
dition of Lazarus, when it was said to him, 
“Loose him and let himgo.”? They are indeed 
raised out of the grave of total depravity; but 
they have not yet put off the grave-clothes of 
orthodoxy ! 

Notwithstanding all the holiness for which 
the Unitarian contends, yet the ground of his 
hope, after all, is “Gad’s free, unpurchased, in- 
fimte mere, ” and he thinks that this ground 
is “large enough for the whole universe to 
stand upon.”” Amen. Hallelujah! Here the 
Unitarian and Universalist are perfectly agreed. 
If this is not Universalism, we are totally unac- 
quainted with the doctrine, notwithstanding the 
Unitarian tries to get off from it before he ; gets 
through. 

Can the Unitarian show that the “infinite 
mercy”? or goodness of God, which gives us 
life and immortality in another world, or which 
has ‘‘given to us eternal life,”’ in Christ, is any 
more purchased by the faith, or personal holi- 
ness of the individual who receives it, than it is 
by the sufferings of another in our room and 
stead? The fact is, as we conceive it, the 
grace of God, like the natural sun, flows spon- 
taneously, and universally to all; and when all 
are-made equally susceptible of receiving and 
retaining it, all will receive and enjoy it equal- 
ly alike. 

The fifth article of Unitarian belief, relates 
to “the resurrection of the dead,” in which it 
is said, ‘‘We believe that in the resurrection of 
Jesus of Nazareth, we have an assurance of 
our own resurrection and immortality.” In 
this Universalists arevall agreed, as to the mat- 
ter of fact, though they have different views on 


‘| the subject; some contend for an intermediate 


state between death and the resurrection; oth- 
ers, with the Unitarian, regard death ‘“‘not so 
much as even a temporary, or momentary, ex- 
tinction of being;” others believe in an uncon- 
scious state between death and the resurrection; 
and we confess, that with Dr. Priestly, the 
great, the learned, and the coop Unitarian, this 
latter is the opinion of the writer of this article. 

The sixth article of Unitarian belief, is the 
one to which we principally object, and there- 
fore we shal] quote it more at large. We ob- 
ject to it, because we think, as we shall show, 
that the writer is inconsistent with himself. We 
object to it, because it savors of what appears 
to us to be an unchristian and an unhallowed 
spirit; speaking against a doctrine in the sever- 
est terms, which he nas not attempted to show 
in what particular it is incorrect, and of which 
he is either grossly ignorant, or else, what we 
should be more sorry to believe, he has design- 
edly misrepresented it. We object to it, be- 
cause the writer rejects the doctrine of Univer- 
sal Salvation, as being “fraught with the most 
pernicious consequences, and yet he has 
preved himself to be, fideed and in truth, a 
Universatist! Not sucha Universalist as his 
imagination has painted; but such a Universal- 
ist, in principle, if not in charity, as many of 
our brethren are with whom we have cordial 
fellowship. The article says— 

“VI. But it is more to the purpose to observe 
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omar cen: 


in the next place, that this future life, which is 
made known and established by the death and 
resurrection of Jesus Christ, is alife of retribu- 
tion, of reward for virtue, of punishment for 
sin. We believe this doctrine of reward and 
punishment to be written in letters of light on 
every page of the New Testament; we believe 
it to lie at the foundation of our Lord’s morality, 
to be its great enforcement and sanction. We 
believe it to be surpassed in importance by not 
a single doctrine of the bible. For however a 
few speculative and thinking men might pursue 
virtue and love it, obey God and love him, with- 
out the restraining influences of the doctrine of 
the future punishment of sin, the great mass of 
mankind could not, and would not. They are 
to be operated upon only by fear; and unworthy 
as the motive may be, it is still better they 
should be moved by that, than not at all. And 
if while the doctrine of future punishment, even 
of the eternity of future punishment, is seen to 
have so little effect on mankind, what would 
be the consequences were this great restraint, 
(for great it still is) wholly removed, and heav- 
en opened at once to ALL the most abandoned 
as well as the most pure and virtuous?” j 


Now, we wish to ask this Rev. Editor, for. 
such we take him to be, ifthe major, that is “the 
eternity of future punishment,” is not sufficient 
to restrain from sin, ‘‘is seen to have so little 
effect,’”? what will the minor, that is, a limited 
and merciful punishment do? Will it not have 
less effect? The fact is, neither has any effect, 
(except it is to distress weak minds, who stand 
in no need of it,) because the sinner can escape 
the whole of it by repentance; and the most 
abandoned calculate en repenting before they 
die. But to proceed with the article. 


“While therefore we do not believe the eter- 
nity of all future punishment of sin, to be the 
doctrive either of Scripture or reason, and re- 
gard it as a tenet that has in many respects, an 
unhappy influence on human conduct and char- 
acter, we reject with still stronger disbelief, the 
doctrine of Universal Salvation, holding it to 
exert not only, like the other, unhappy influ- 
ences on human ‘conduct, but to be fraught with 
the most pernicious consequences; more perni- 
cious to the interests of Christian virtue, more 
fatal to the power and operation of Christ’s re- 
ligion on earth, than result from any other opin- 
ion ever preached in the Christian church, or 
eonnected with the Gospel of the Saviour. We 
have been, and are by many confounded with 
Universalists on this point. But any one who 
attends at all to the subject, must see that the 


imputation of their distinguishing doctrine to us| 


is unjust. We do not recive it; Unitarians 
never have; they look upon it with dread, and 
wlth strong convictions of its immoral influen- 
€€S. @ 

“‘We do not believe in the eternity of atu 
future punishment.” Does this Editor believe 
then, in the eternity of some future punishment ? 
If so, what will save his doctrine from all the 
edium which he has heaped on Calvinism? 
Wheiher there be one individual, or a million, 
who shail suffer an eternity of misery, the prin- 
ciple is the same. 

The writer of the article we are now consid- 
sidering, seems to be afraid that he shall be 
identified with Universalists; and well he may, 
for he openly declares himself a believer in 
what we should call Uuiversalism, notwithstand= 
ing all his expressions of ‘dread,’ and bis 
‘strong convictions, of its immoral influences.’ 
But; if what is implied in the word any, as 
stated above, be true; there is no danger of his 


s 


?}moral perfection of man, and therefore his 


'tion of happiness is the great aim in all the dis- 


being thus identified. For so long as he be-| 
lieves in the eternity of misery, for even one 
individual, we will exonerate him from the 
charge of Universalism; and will only say, he 
has (unintentially, perhaps,) contradicted him- 
self: as we shall now see. 


“But though we cannot refuse our most firm 
belief in this necessary truth, of the future suf- 
fering of the wicked; yet we think that it is not 
inflicted to gratify vengeance; or satisfy an of- 
fended Jaw, but for the same purpose, with the 
same view that sufferings are permitted here— 
in order to the reformation, discipline, moral 
improvement, of the sufferer. We think that | 
the production of happiness is the great aim in 
all the dispensations and plans of Divine Provi- 
dence. We think there could not be any other 
object in the Divine mind in creating such a 
race of creatures as men, but their happiness. 
Their greatest moral excellence, and by con- 
sequence, their highest happiness, we believe to 
be brought about in great measure through the 
instrumentality of pain. We think that pain 
and suffering on earth, are permitted, that the 


greatest happiness may be the more effectually 
secured. We believe that the suffering of futu- | 
rity is made subservient to the same good and| 
sublime end; that it will therefore be discipli- 
nary, remedial, purifying, saving, in its charac- 
ter, and will consequently at some time cease; 
at that lume, whenever it shall be, that the of- 
fenders shall be reformed by it, restored by it to 
the love and practice of virtue, to the love of 
God, and to a perception of the real greatness 
of his nature, and the true ends of his being.” 


Here, again, is complete Universalism, as to 
the principle, end, and object of all punishment, 
in the dispensations of the providence of God, 
whether present orfuture. We do not believe, 
however, that punishment-alone, ever did, or 
ever will, reform any one. It only humbles 
and restrains; but the goodness of the being 
who punishes, and his goodness even in pun- 
ishing, must be manifested to the understand- 
ing of the transgressor, in order to reform, or 
to Jead him to true repentance. ‘The seventh) 
article of Unitarian belief, which relates to the | 
scriptures, in the main, meets our view. We 
might, perhaps, be disposed to go a little far- 
ther in pruning, than what the Unitarian would | 
think expedient; but the principle is admitted 
by the Unitarians, as well as Universalists; so 
on this point we shall not disagree. 

To conelnde, we say, the doctrine that all 
punishment is disciplinary, that is, “in order to 
the reformation, discipline, and moral improve- 
ment of the sufferer; and that “the produc- 


pensations and plans of Divine Providence,” 
is Universalism, and nothiag short of it! For 
extending the punishment, does not alter’ the 
principle, or change the nature ofthe doctrine; 
we all agree that there will be punishment in 
another world, if there shall be any necessity 
for it, or any good can be done by it. 

With these remarks, we submit the subject 
to the caudid reader. 


For the Universalist Magazine 


WORSHIPPERS OF THE BEAST, 


Rev. xiii. 3, 4, 5, 8, “And all the world won- 
dered after the beast. And they worshipped 
the beast, saying, who is like unto the beast. 
And there was* given him a mouth speaking 
great things and blasphenwes, and power was 


given unto him to continue forty and two months. 
And all that dwell upon the earth shall worship 
him, whose names are not written in the book 
of life? Rev. xiv. 9, 10, 11, “If any man 
worship the beast and his image, and receive 
his mark, he shall be tormented with fire and 
brimstone in the presence of the holy angels, 
and in the presence of the Lamb And they 
have no rest day nor night who worship the 
beast and his image, and whosoever receiveth 
the mark of his name. 

Ist. Who are to be tormented with fire and 
brimstone? They that worship the beast and 
his image, and receive his mark. 2d. How 
long is power given unto the beast? Power 
was given him to continue forty and two months, 
three years and a half, or 1260 days. Who 
are they that worship the beast? Ail the world 
it is said, wondered after the beast. And alk 


that dwelt upon the earth shall worship him, 


whose names are not written inthe book of 
life. In Rev. xi. 3, it is said, ‘‘E will give 
power to my two witnesses and they shall pro 
phesy a thousand two hundred and three score 
days clothed in sackcloth.” ‘This is the same 
as forty and two months, But whoever sup~ 
posed that those witnesses were to prophecy in 
the resurrection state !! ‘ 

The plain meaning appears to be, that the 
belicf of the fire and brimstone doctrine was to be 
very general and was to continue 1260 years, 
and so long men were to be tormented with it. 
And so far from being true is it, that all who 
do not believe the religious doctrines of the 
present day, shall be tormented with fire and 
brimstone, that they are the only ones who es- 
cape. And the believers in fire and brimstone, 
who think they are safe, are indeed the very 
ones that are tormented with it, and are even 
now gnawing their tongues with pain, and have 
no rest day nor night, because they worship 
the beast and his image, and have the mark of 
his name. 

The Jews aceused the Saviour of blasphemy, 
because he said he was the Son of God.— 
What name shail we give to the doctrine ofthe 
Doctors o! the present day, who preach a fre 
and brimstone punishment in the resurrection 
state? Who say that God is good, but describe 
him the very reverse. Who call him the God 
of Love, but represent him as cruel, as partial, 
as vindictive! And who, though the Scriptures 
say, that God loves sinners and commendeth 
his love to them,—declare that he hates them, 
and will hate them forevér! Paul says, alter 
the resurrection, men shall be ever with the 
Lord: three fourths of them, the ductors say, 
shall be ever with the devil. “Come now, aud 
let us reason together, saith the Lord.” You 
niust not reason saith the learned doctors. 

It was said by some one that to bélieve the 
doctrine of Universalism, he must renounce 
his present belief from beginning to end. ~ it 
was a true saying. As the Pharisees of old 
made void the law, so the learned D, D.’s of 
our day have made void ihe gospel by their tra- 
ditions. God says, ‘‘I desired merey aud not 
sacrifice.” «Lhe D. D.’s say, God required 
the sacrifice of his own Son, that the justice of 
the Father might be fully satished; even of the 
Father, who is ealled the Father of mercies, - 
and the God of all comiort. The guilt of Ad- 
am’s sin was imputed to all mankind, say the 
doctors; and for that sin alone- mankind are 
made subject to all miseries, spiritual, tempor- 
al and eternal. Some men and angels, they 
say, for the manifestation of God’s glory are 
foreordained to everlasting death. Ged justi- 
fieth, say the D. D.’s, not by infusing righteous- 
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1ess iunta them: not by imputing faith itself as 
heir righteousness, but by imputing the obed- 
lence and satisiaction of Christento them.— 
Fhe doctrine of the doctors is, that God was 
ingry and put his Son to death to-satisfy his 


ustice. The doctrine of the scriptures is, that 
‘God se loved the world that he gave his only 
egotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him 
—should have eternal life.” 

The confession of faith says, “God did from 
ill eternity decree to justify all the elect.”— 
Phey quote for proof, ‘And the scriptures fore- 
eeing that God would justify the heathen 
hrough faith, preached before the gospel unto 
Abraham saying: In thee shall ail nations be 
lessed.”? Their confession of faith says, 
‘Christ died for the elect only.” The scrip- 
ures say, “He gave himself'a ransom for all to 
e testified in due time.”’? Q. 38, larger Cate- 
thism: ‘‘ Why was it required that the Media- 
or should be God? Ans, That he might sus- 
ain and keep the human nature from sinking 
mder the infite wrath of God; and to satisfy 
xod’s justice, procure his favor, purchase a 
eculiar people,” &c. The scriptures say, to 
purify a peculiar people, Q. 152. ‘What doth 
very sin deserve? Ans. Every sin deserves 
xod’s wrath and curse, both in this life and 
hat which is to come, and cannot be expiated 
ut by the blood of Christ.” Peter says, ‘Re- 
vent and be converted that your sins may be 
lotted out.” "Phe true and only expiation for 
in. Peter says, it is ‘in turning away every 
me of you from his iniquities.” And as 
vhrist said to Paul, ‘to turn from dark- 
less to light, from the power cf satan unto 
xod, that we may receive forgiveness of sins.” 
will conclude with the prayer of Isaiah, “O 
ouse of Jacob, come ye and let us walk in 
he. light of the Lord.” Guo. 


For the Universalist Magazine, 
JUDGE STORY. 

The following account of the late affair at 
*rovidence, (R. 1.) purports to be written by 
he Court itself, or, m other words, by Judge 
story. It is taken trom the Rhode Island 
American. 

& 

“ProyipEncE, Nov. 27.—The Witnesses — 
We are at liberty to publish the following state- 
nent, from the highest authority upon the sub- 
ect, explaining the grounds on which the Court 
iccording to the best of its recollec ion, pro- 
seeded in the rejection of the witnesses offered 
n the case of Wakefield and Ross, which has 
yroduced so much excitement. It will be seen 
hat the decision of the court recognises tie 
ioctrines of the commen jaw on this point, as 
yractised upon in the Eunylish courts. It is 
roper to state that this explanation was given 
vith great urbanity,i reply to an inquiry from 
ne of our citizens, who {eit interested in the 
ubject. aie 

Ebenezer Watefield vs. Lemucl Ross. This 
vas a caase oi ejectinent. In the course of the 
rial, two persens by the name of Richardson; 


father and son) weve oifered by the counsel of 


he plaintuf to be sworn as witnesses. ‘I'he 
ounsel for the defendant objected to their ad- 
nissivn, as Witnesses, upon the ground of their 
vant of any religious beitef; —and to establish 
he fact a witness was relied on, who swore that 
je knew the persons well, that he had often 
lead the son say, that he did not believein the 
xistence of.a God, or of a future state. Asto 


he belief of the father, he said that he had | 
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future state;—that he had read Tom Paine’s delivering the world from the errors and int- 


works; and did not know whether he (the fath- 
er) believed any thing. In answer to a ques- 
tion from court, whether the father believed in 
a state of rewards and punishments, the witness 
answered only as before, adding, that from the 
statements of the father he did not seem to be- 
lieve any thing. 

It was then suggested on the part of the 
plaintiff’s counsel, that the father and son might 
be examined personally as to their belief, for 
the other might be a Universalist. ‘To this 
suggestion the court answered, that the defend- 
ant’s counsel, who took the objection, were not 
bound to rely on the testimony of these per- 
sons for proof of invompetency. 

The court said—We think these persens are 
not competent witnesses.—Persons who do not 
believe in the existence of a God, or ofa future 
state, or who have no religious belief, are not 
entitled to be sworn as witnesses. The ad- 
ministration of an oath supposes that a moral 
and religious accountability is felt to a supreme 
Being, and is the sanction which the law re- 
quires upon the conscience of a person, before 
it admits him to testify.—R. L. American. 


This account differs essentially from other 
accounts published, and particularly from that 
given by Br. Pickering in the Christian Teles- 
cope, which was inserted in our paper last 
week. According to the Judge’s representa- 
tion, Universalism, or a disbelief in a future 
state of punishment, had nothing to do in the 
rejection of the older Mr- Richardson. We 
wait, with much interest, for further accounts 
from Br. Pickering, who will undoubtedly as- 


certain where the unaccountable mistake lies. 
Editors, 


From tlie Christian Intelligencer. 


The Doctrines of the Reformation. 


In placing these words at the head of the 
present article, I cannot avoid adverting to the 
effect that they produce on the minds of many, 
which, im some instances is equal to that of the 
strongest evidence, or the most cogent reason- 
ing. ‘The doctrines of the reformation! The 
terms are very imposing, they really seem to ex- 
ert a magical influence, which, a man must pos- 
sess more than ordinary nerve, or more than 
common obstinacy to resist. Let apersonduare 
to scrupie a single dogma of the reformers, and 
he will be told, thut it forms one of the doctrines 
of the reformation; and it will then be expected, 
that hé will remainsilent forever. Around these 
talismanic: words, ignorance and superstition 
have thrown a fearful glare, which intimidates 
and conlounds the beholder. He might wish to 
approach and examine the cause of so much 


importance in mere, common words; but the ap~ 


paling splendor of the imagined oracle warns 
himto keep at a humble distance, and to remem- 
ber that he stands on consecrated ground. 

Thus is sound substituted fer argument and 
the world imposed upon by aname. We are 
too much dispased to atiach more consequence 
to great characters, than ever such characters 
deserve. ‘Lhe benefactor of man stands before 
us on a proud eminence, and we feel willing to 
be the humble subjects of his dictation To 
act difierently would savour of ingratitude.--- 
What! Shall we venture to doubt the doctrines 
of the men, who put hile in jeopardy to achieve 
the blessings of the reformation? Let us rather 


keep in the good old way, and cling to the! 


eard him ‘declare that he did not believe in a, doctrines of those, wuo were instrumental in 


* 


quitous practices of the papal Church. 

But whet were the doctrines of the reform- 
ers? Did Luther, or Zuingle or Melancthon 
bless the Christian world with any new, and 
important, theological truths? ‘They taught the 
doctrine of original sin, of imputed righteous- 
ness, of atonement by a vicarious sacrifice, and _ 
of eternal damnation; doctrines, which they 
brought with them from the Church which they 
left, and which were equally as good and true 
in the hands of the Catholic priesthood, as in 
those of the reformers. They corrected some 
abuses; they discarded the mass; they preach- 
ed down indulgences, they required, that the 
common people should have access to the scrip- 
tures, as the fountain of doctrinal knowledge; 
in all this they acted right, and may claim our 
gratitude as benefactors of the human race, 
But that they effected any material improve- 
ment in doctrine, or that, the sentiments which 
they advocated, and which have come down to 
us, are to be received as true, because they 
were the doctrines of the reformers, remains to 
be proved. 

I donot advance these sentiments to detract 
from the merits of those, who «ere instrumen- 
tal in delivering the christian church from her 
vassalage to religious oppression; I am willing 
to allow, they were eminently useful to the in- 
terests of truth, and, that we, at the present 
day, are greatly benefited by their noble exer- 
tions. I revere the stern fortitude and inflexi- 
bie resolution of Luther,which qualified him ina 
remarkable manner, for the perilous conflict into 
which he entered, with ‘principalities and pow- 
ers;”’ but if Luther and his cvadjutors were 
not divinely inspired, they must have engaged 
in the study and propagation of doctrinal truth 
under peculiar disadvantages. What was to be 
expected from a monk, emerging from the 
gloom of a cloister, where he. had learned 
little or nothing except the absurdities of 
the church in whose faith he was educated, 
and the pompous mummeries of her ritual? 
If such a man’s religious views would be 
likely to be more rational, clear and con- 
sistent than those of another differently 
circumstanced; then I can readily believe, that 
he, who has lived many years in a dungeon, 
which no hight has visited, will, when brought 
into the light, see more distinctly, and to a 
greater extent, than another who never was in- 
volved in darkness. The stpposition, that Lu- 
ther and his fellow-laborers were better ac- 
quainted with evangelical truth, or better cal- 
culated to establish doctrines ‘worthy our cre- 
deuce, than those who have lived, and studied 
and written, long since, is a gross libel on the 
doctrine of hu:san improvement. fn all other 
cases, in philosophy, morals and politics, we 
reason differently, and never think of deriving 
our soundest principles, and most correct theo- 
ries trom the writings of men, who lived three 
centuries ago. ‘The children of this world are 
wiser in their generation, than the children of 
hight.” 

it is sufficient to know, that the mento whom 
i have alluded, were instrumental m laying a 
broad and permameut foundation tor improve- 
ment anu reformation, by asserting the right of 
private judgment, and by calling the atteution 
of men to the bible, as the rule of iaiih and 
practice.—-But here they stopped. ‘They were 
not qualified to rear the standard of doctrinal 
truth; nor ought we to bow submissively to 
their dogmas. Give them credit for all the 
good they effected, but let their opmions be 
treated as we treat those of other men; and let 


not horiest minds be wheedled into iniplicit 
assent, or deterred from close examination by 
a charm in the words, *“‘the good, old doctrines 
of the reformation.”’ AMBROSE. 


A true description of our Missionary and 
Orihodox Preaching. 


“They used all the force and skill of their 
industry to raise the people into heats, by pas- 
sionate and affecting discourses, that both in- 
flamed a blind devotion and drew money. But 
there was not that pains taken to inform the 
people of the hatefulness of vice, and the ex- 


UN IWERSALIST 


versalist minister.” « Impossible ! ! You rust | 


be mistaken.” ‘I am not—’tisa fact.”” “Then 
he ought to be banished from the world! he 
ought to be banished from the world!!” 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


THE STRAIT AND NARROW WAY. 


Wide is the gate and broad the way, 
That to destruction lead; 

And countless millions thither stray, 
With a resistless speed. 


But strait and narrow is the road, 
And few the pilgrims there, 


cellency of holiness, or the wonderful love of| Which leads to life, to peace, and God, 


Christ, by which men might be engaged to ac- 
knowledge and obey him. 
their sermons was rather to raise a present 
heat, which they knew afterwards how to manage, 
than to work a real reformation on their hear- 
ers. They had also intermixed with all divine 


And the design of 


Free from distress and care. 


Thus, on the mount, did mercy’s voice 
Instruction kindly breathe, 

And won a few to make the choice 
To waik in Christ and live. 


truth so many fables, that they were become | QO, Stranger, wouldst thou enter here, 


very extravagant ; and that alloy had so debas- | 
ed the whole, that there was great need of a 
good discerning to deliver. people from those 
prejudices which these ministers brought upon 
the whole christian doctrine.” 


Reader, to what do you suppose the forego- 
ing extract alludes? ‘ Why,’ say you, ‘to our 
Missionary and orthodox preaching.? No,— 
gentle reader, it is Bishop Burnet’s account, 
published above a hundred years ago, of the 
preaching of the Roman Catholic Friars in 
England, just before the Reformation began. 
(Burnet’s Hist. ofthe Reformation, Vol.i p.302.) 


And shun destruction’s way ? 
Resist temptation’s fatal snare, 
And fly without delay. 


\ 
From others all thou wouldst desire, 
To them perform the same: 
The law and prophets this require: 
For this the Saviour came. H. B. 


—at 6B 2a 


SELECTED, 


THE AUTUMN EVENING, 


‘This was the kind of preaching which, by the | Behold the western evening light! 


abominations it introduced, roused the early 


It melts in deep’ning gloom: 


Reformers to their arduous and glorious under-| So calmly Christians sink away, 


taking, and this is the kind of preaching which 


Descending to the tomb. 


now equally requires correction.—Can ye not! The winds breathe low—the withering leaf 


discern the signs of the times. 


DR. MAYHEW, 
The following just tribute to the memory of 


this excellent man, who was pastor of the West |, 


Church in Boston, and who was also a Univer- 
salist in sonihenn: is taken from the Rey. Mr. 


Scarce whispers from the tree; 
_| So gently flows the parting breath 
When good men cease to be. 


How beautiful on all the hills 
The crimson light is shed; 

Tis like the peace the Christian gives 
To mourners round his bed, 


Buckminster’s Right Hand of Fellowship, de-| How mildly on the wandering cloud 


livered at the ordination of Rey. Chas. Lowell, 
A. D. 1806. 


““Of Mayhew we have heard and read only, 


The sunset beam is cast! 
Tis like the memory left behind 
When lov’d ones breathe their last. 


but enough to know that posterity will hear and| And now above the dews of night 


read of him also. They will be curious to 


The yellow star appears! 


know more of that intrepid spirit which nothing | So faith springs in the hearts of those 


could depress, of that vigorous understanding 
which broke so easily the little meshes which 
were spread to entangle it. However they 
may hesitate to follow him in all his specula- 
tions, they will never hesitate to admire his no- 
ble attachment to this country, its liberties, its 
churches, and its literature; they wil] not be 
interested to depreciate the independence of 
his virtue, the manliness of his piety, and bis 
undissembled love for the cause of the Re- 
deemer.” 


ORIGINAL ANECDOTE, 


At a Regimental Muster in Uxbridge, a few 
years since, a Mr. Benson, a member of the 
Orthodox Chureh i in Dougiass,—was inquired 
of by a friend, how he was pleased with the 
performance of the Chaplain,—he answered, 
‘Good enough! Goodenough!!” “But,” aays 
‘his friend, “do you know w ho the Chaplain is?” 


‘Na. CW ell, it i is Rev. A. Ballou, the Uni- 


Whose eyes are bathed in tears. 


But soon the morning’s happier light 
Its glories shall restore; 

And eyelids that are seal’d in death 
Shall wake to close no more. 


—— 3 


From the Little World. 


» The Ten Commandments. 


Have thou no other Gods but me— 
Before no idol bow thy knees 

Take not the name of God in vain, 

Nor dare the Sabbath day profane. 

Give both thy parents, honor due— 

» Take heed that thou no murder do: 
Abstain from words and deeds unclean, 
Nor steal, though thou art poor and mean: 
Nor make a wilful lie, nor love it:— 

What is thy neighbor’s, do not covet. 


M AGAZINE. 


| the Jate Thanksgiving Proclamation. 


ORTHODOX MINISTERS IN MAINE. 


We understand that the Rev. Mr. Jenki 
and Rev. Mr. Ripley of Portland, the former an 
orthodox Congregationalist and the latter a Cal- 
vinistic Baptist, both of whom refused to read 
the Governor’s Proclamation for a Fast. last 
Spring, have, true to their prejudices against 
every thing that is not cut to their pattern, re- 
fused also to read the late Proclamation for 
Thanksgiving. Persevere, gentlenien, in your 
course:—the public will not regret the opportu=" 
nity you furnish it to ascertain the spirit by 
which you are governed. We learn also that 
Mr. Tappan of Augusta unfortunately forgol to 
read the Thanksgiving Proclamation,—or, as 
some say, it got accidentally mislaid and could: 
not be found at the proper time. There ap=" 
pears to be much forgetfulness and many acci 
dents lately on the part of the orthodox when- 
ever they come in contact of Gov, Lincoln of 
his Proclamations:—Witness the Bangor busi- 
ness, : : 
We have the curiosity to request our friends 
in different parts of the State, to give us th 
names of those ministers who refused to read 
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colo 
DEDICATION. ; 

On Thursday the 15th inst. the ‘“Uniow 
Meeting House” in Readfield, (Me.) was sol- 
emnly dedicated to the service of Almighty 
God. The exercises on the occation were ag 
follows:—Iist. Invocation by Rev. Sylvanus 
Cobb of Waterville. 2d. An -Anthem by the 
choir, 3d. Reading of the Scriptures by Rev: 
James Williams of Readfield. 4th. Dedicato- 
ry prayer by the same. Sth. Hymn. 6th, 
Sermon by Rev. S. Cobb, from Deut. xxxii. 
“His work is perfect.” 7th, Concluding pray- 
er by Rev Comfort C. Smith of Readfield, 8th, 
An Anthem by the choir. 9th Benediction by 
Myr. Cobb. 

The house, we learn, was filled with a ver 
attentive and respectible auditory; the service os 
were performed to universal acceptance a id 
much good order and Christian unanimity pre 
vailed a among the diilerent denominations. May 
that vation, that charity and that christion’ fele 
lowship be eo C. Inielligencer, 

BQO i 
MURRAY'S LIFE. 

AN persons who have had any of ‘Murrasfil 
Life” to sell, will do us a favor by making anvm= 
medidte réturn for all sold. sce The above work 
is for sale at this office. > | 
Be j 


Marr ae in thie’ City. 


By Rev. S. Streeter, Mr. John Winshow tol 
Miss Laura Tirrell. Mr. Dana Heath to Miss. ; 
Mary Mallony. 

On Sunday evening last, by Rev. Mr. Greenfl 
Mr. Isaac Frayier of Elsworth, Me. to Miss : 
Eliza Ann Eayres, of this city. 

My. John Chambers to Miss Belinda Woods. 
Mr. John W. Halli to Miss Mary Ann Town= 
send, Mr. Wm. A. Carver to Miss Maria AL 
Kunal, all of Boston. a 

aE or a mney “= foe 4 

Just receiv ay aa ‘for Sale, a few copies of “A Series of Letters. a 
dressed to Rev, Husea Bailou, of Boston, beirg a Vindication of th 
Doctrine of a Future Restribution, against the principal arguments, us 
ed by Hiw, Mr. Balfour, and Ovhers.—By Charles Hudson, pastor of & 

Church iv Westminster, Mass—Price @1. 
/ Or Just Published by MARSH & CAPEN, 362 Washington-Street 


The New-England Almanac and Masonic Calendar This work is © xy 
a new and improved pian, and contains more useful and correct infor 
mation than avy Almanac ever published im (his couatry,—price 12 by a 


cents single. Ivor sale at this ollice. 


